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This was the conclud 
but had to be Omitted f 
this doctrinal issue, sin 


By Joe T. Odle 
Let us look for a Baptist . . 
Baptist, an average Baptist. 


This will, of course, be a person hard to find, 
for it is impossible for one Baptist to- represent 
all of the more than thirty-one million” persons 
who call themselves Baptists. 

Yet, we ought to be able to find one person 
who to some degree represents Baptists, for Bap- 
tists are what they are for a reason, and there 
should be some recognizeable distinctives. - 

This is the person for whom we are looking. . . 
Mr. Baptist. What is he like? 


He may be young or old, but he will be old 
enough to have madé-a personal profession of his 
faith in Christ: 


He may be rich or poor. 
He may be white, black, red, yellow or brown. 


None of the above things are his distinguishing 
marks. 


How, then may we know him? 


: eae II - 

Mr. Baptist is a saved person, a born again be- 
liever. 

He is an.immersed believer, who has come into 
a Baptist church by immersion. 

He believes in God and in all of the great doc- 
trines of the Christian faith. 

He believes that the Bible is the Word of God 
and the final authority in all things religious. 

He believes that Jesus Christ is the divinely 


- a representative 


conceived, virgin born Son of God. He believes ° 


that He died on the cross, arose from the grave, 
returned to heaven, and one day is coming again. 

He believes that all men are sinners and are 
lost, and that their greatest and primary need 
is eternal salvation; = = 

He believes that redemption has been provided 
by a loving God in the death of Jesus Christ on 
the cross, and that there is salvation in nid other. 

He believes that this salvation is by grace alone 
without works. ; 

He believes that it is ‘unto’a life that is ever- 
lasting, and that one of the basic doctrines of 
the Bible is the eternal security of every believer. 

He believes that regeneration, or the new birth, 
is an experience in which one receives a new na- 
ture, so that even through, the old nature re- 
mains, man is a new creature in Christ and can 
live a Christian life. 

He believes that salvation is for this life and for 
eternity. - ; 

He believes that salvation is to be lived daily, 
and that Jesus Christ is to be Lord and Master 
of every Christian’s life. 

He believes that there is life beyond the grave, 
and that every man must stand before God in 


judgment. Beyond the judgment there is an etern- . 


al hell for the lost, and an eternal heaven for the 
saved. 

While he believes that man’s first need is sal- 
vatiori, he does not overlook the social and mate- 
rial needs, and is concerned about social action. 
This is secondary, however, and not primary, and 
he does not believe that it is the purpose of God 
for the church to rebuild the world. 

He believes that when Christ was on earth he 


, set up his chufch as an institution, in which the 
_ saved could serve him and carry out his commis- 


sion. 
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ing chapter of the new book WHY I AM A BAPTIST (Broadman, $3.50) 
rom that book because of space limitations. We have decided to use it in 
ce it does relate to our Baptist doctrinal position.—Ed. ) 


He believes that New Testament churches are 

local, visible bodies, made up of baptized (im- 
mersed) believers, and thus the church has a re- 
generate membership. 
__ He believes that every person who has trusted 
Christ is saved, and that all are in the body of 
Christ.now, and will be together in one great as- 
sembly or church in heaven. However, churches 
on earth in which men can work and serve al- 
ways are local.and visible. 


He believes that Baptist churches of today are- 


like the New Testament churches in their organ- 
ization, doctrine and practice, and that they have 
at least a. spiritual historical relationship.~ wth 
churches holding basically the same position, 


_. through = of the ages since Christ established 


his chur 
He believes that the church has two ordinances, 


baptism and the Lord’s Supper, both of which pro- 
claim the message of salvation, rather than pro- 
cure it. He believes that baptism is only by im- 
mersion of believers, on the authority of the 
church, and that the Lord’s Supper is a memorial 
supper, to"be' observed n the church, and that only 
baptized (immersed) believers are to participate. 

He believes that the church is a self governing 
body under the headship of Christ, and that all 
members are equal in rank and privilege. 

He believes that, while every: church is inde- 
pendent, it can work with other churches of like 
faith and order, in such relationships as associa- 
tions and conventions. However, the church itself- 
must decide what its relationships with others will 
pes j 
- He believes i- fellowship with all Christians, 
and in working with them in any and every way 
that he can do so, without eSmpromising his New 
Testament based convictions; but he has little in- 


~ terest'in the Ecumenical movements. of our day, 


which, he feels, are based, not upon the New 
Testament precepts, but upon human concepts. 


‘ He believes in the absolute separation of church.‘ » 
| Seuehern 


and does not believe that the state 

should control the church or support’ it with*tax 

funds. He believes in a free church ina free state. 
III 

These are characteristics which we believe you 
will find in Mr. Average Baptist. 

+You will find them whether he is in one Bap- 
tist denominational group or another, or in none 

Certainly all of these statements will not fit ev- 
ery Baptist. ; 

Some Baptists probably will reject several of 
them. 

But looking at Baptists as a whole, and looking 
for one who represenfs the majority, we believe 
you will find that these characteristics fit. 

Certainly, if you find a person holding to thess 
positions, you know that he is a Baptist. 

He will not be something else. = 

His first concern, as a Baptist holding these 

positions, is to please God. It disturbs. him little 
that others may criticize, or disagree with him. 
_ His may be an unusual-attitude in our world of 
modern religious compromise, bt {t “is an ‘att. 
tude based upon conviction, and that conviction i 
founded upon the Bible. 

Mr. Baptist believes that the Bible makes hi: 
Baptist. a 

And believing that the Bible is God’s revelatio: 
to men, he must-follow it gvherever it leads him: 
He can take no other course. { 
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By W. 0. Carver 


years ago, since it is ‘timeless in its 
message and importance we are re- 
publishing it in this doctrinal issue.) 
See Romans 6:1-11,; Especially Verse 4 


Baptists are not separatists. They 
do not consider themselves nor wish 
to be considered a ‘‘sect’’ of Chris- 
tianity. They believe in the fellowship 
of all the redeemed and‘rejoice in the 
Spiritual unity of all who know Jesus 
Chrjst as Saviour and Lord. If they 
maintain a separate existence as a 
Christian denomination, it is because 
they are convinced rig (rete have a 
duty to Jesus Christ, message to 
their fellow Christians and a mission 
té discharge in the fulfillment of the 
function of Christianity in the human 
Trace and in the building of the King- 
dom of God. 

In the passage in Romans-the Hely 
Spirit, through the Apostle Paul, tells 
us why baptism is a burial; why the 
Wrdinance which stands at the formal 


DOCTRINAL 
ISSUE 


Truett Writes On “The Supper Of Our Lord” 


By George W. Truett 

(This message was first delivered 
as a sermon in First Baptist Church 
of Dallas. Some years later it was 
published as a tract by the Baptist 
Sunday School Board. Also it later ap- 
peared in a book of sermons. We are 
herewith presenting it as it appeared 
as a tract, with some minor deletions 
because of its unusual length. Here is 
one of the clearest presentations of 
the historic Baptist position on the 
Lord’s Supper that we ever have 
read. While it is unusually long, we 
hope you will read it, study it, and 
clip and file.—Ed.) 

There are two ordinances set in the 
churches, and only two. They do not 


Christian. 


been mocked and disregardef. 
been offered to sinful souls as a Sav- 
iour, and used as a sacrament at the 
marriage altar, and employed as a 
sacrifice for men after they are dead 
Awful has been the history that has 
gathered about the Supper. 

I have a question to ask .of every 
There may be 
opinions and widely divergent 
ments respecting the Supper. Here is 
the question: Do you not agree that 
nothing should be our criterion in-this 
matter, save the word of—God? That 
long - established customié, and pe- 
culiar tastes; and personal 
ments must not decide our belief 
and practice in this solemn matter, 


It has What is its meaning? Let us-praye 
fully look at these questions as tht 
have been asked 

It Is the Lord’s Supper. 

I. Whose is this Supper ? — Wha 
is your answer to this question: Whos 
is this Supper? There can be but or 
mind concerning it, if we allow God 
word to answer it. Matthew, Mari 
and Luke all speak of it, and this is 
their unvarying testimony: ‘‘And J: 
sus took bread and blessed it, ani: 
brake it, and Qave it to the discip% 
and said, ‘‘Take. eat:: this isany bod 
And likewise he took the cup, ani 
when he had given thanks, he gave 
to them saying, This is my blood: o 
the new testament which is shed for 


different 
senti- 


senti- 


come from men. They are of divine 


appointment. — baptism ‘and the 


Lord’s Supper, Since the deep, graci- 
ous meanings of Christianity are sym- 
bolized by these ordinances, their ob- 
servance. cannot but be fraught with 
far - reaching moment to both the 
church and the world. Our considera- 
tion today shall be given to one of 
them — the Lord’s Supper. 
Unceasing controversies have ga- 
thered about it (the Supper) for hun- 
dreds of yéars, controversies often 
of the mogt hostileand misleading ten- 
dencies. Often it has been wrested 
from its true position in the church, 
and its most solemn meanings - have 


but that this is the function alone of 
God's word? Conceding this, as all of 
us must, then let this question be put 
to all of our hearts:* Shall not you 
and I and every child of God . . ayree 
to lay down-every preconceived sen- 
timent and opinion, concerning this 
Supper, ‘for which we cannot find a 
positive ‘‘thus saith the Lord?"’ Now, 
if we have answered as we ought, 
then we ought and may see all of 
God’s word og this subject. 

There are three vital questions grow- 
ing out of this Supper that we need 
specifically to consider. The first is, 
Whose is this Supper? The second is, 
To whom was it given? The third ‘is; 


| 


many.’’ You will observe that. pre 


-eisely the same- truth -is- affirmed -ps - 


Paul. The question, then, is settled a: 
to whose is the Supper. It does not 
belong to Moses or the prophets or 
to the apostles. 

This is the Lord's Supper. It is his 
not only because he instituted it, but 
also because he appointed it as a me 
morial of himself. Then since Jesus 
instituted it and for the specific pur 


> pose just named, isn't it"beyond every 


question his table? He so designates 
it in every reference made in his 
word. 

When our, Lord instituted it and 
gave it to.the cleven, his language 


leaves no doubt that this Supper = in 
every sense is his. This is his langu 
age: “1 appoint unto you a kingdom, 


as my Father hath appointed unto 
Me; that ye may eat and drink at Iny 
table, in-my kinzidom.” (Luke 22:29 
30.)- Plainly it stated by him 


that this table is h Clear as the 
light are all the scriptures that. this 
Supper is the Lords It hen this 
Supper is the Lord’s. he alote 
Prescribe the ulata: mid 
8overning it 

Your neighbor proposes to swe a 
dining. It is for him te make every 
Tegulation, specification. «nd 
tion concerning it. These ’ s 


must 


rules res 


he carefully makes and con tts 
his servants, What-are these sery aces, 
to-do? “Phere ts notin cise tee 


to do except to follow ‘litera 
Structions of their master 


not legitimately gay Now, tas is 
not our table it is our mastic. > 
iteis not for us therefore to say 
shall or who shall not comé 

table — every man-in the con ’ 


Must pass on this matter tor 
Self." To suppose this case ts. 
Same time to suggest its absurdity 
Those servants are literally and fl 
ly to follow 4nstructions, just as the 
trust was committed to them by their 
Master. . t 
(Continued on page 2 


Ane 


¥, Was published in 
the Texas Baptist Standard nearly 20 


Why | Baptism Is A Burial 


entrance upon Christian life is a burial And that it might be proclaimed that 


of this profession ordinance no people 


would be justified in making an igsue 
over it> No people have the moral 
right to separate themselves from 
other Christians on any issue which is 
not of permanent value to the faith of 
Christ, or which does not contributé 
vitally to the ultimate purposes of the 
Gospel 
The 
the supreme 
revealed in the Scriptures and in his 
tory. Our Lord undertook it at great 
cost and planned it with divine wis 
dom. His organization is very simpic 
His method is very direct. His -ordi 
nances are very few two. 
Their purpose ought to be clear, and 
their use faithfully kept 


enterprise of Jesus Christ ts 


undertaking of (God as 


only 


Baptism! Symbolizes Doctrine 

> Baptism is a picture of truth. It's 
a true picture of the truths that lie at 
the foundation of redemption ot the 
individual and of humanity : 

Christianity as an experience, as a 
system and as a forée in history rests 
on the death, burial, and resurrec 
tion of Jesus Christ. That is the 
“chief cornerstone’’ of its foundation, 
and it was laid in an opened tomb 
“Christ died for our 
raised for our 
Wherever that is lost sight of Chris 


sins and was 


justification.” 


tianity loses its power 

knew from the bexinning of 
his ministry that he 
mankind. He was the Lamb slain from 
the foundation of the world 
illusions, and without reservation, he 
committed himself from the. start to 
the full payment of the awful price 
When he came to John the Baptist it 
baptized into the full dedi 
atonement, 


. Jesus 
must die for 


With no 


was to be 
cation to his ministry of 
including his death and resurrection 

Thus said he to John, “it: be 
ometh us to fulfill all righteousness.’ 
must he redeem 
ther end of 
death and 


In this way uros) 
men He knew that at the 
his mit rv there must he 


in this pictured way 


rising axcain 
in the River Jordan he accepted from 
the start the fu sacrifice 
Mc ‘ ead in Sens H SEES and 
st c y live sPiritually 
tt ‘ . this s! 
s \ : 
“ * 
s $s 
4 . ‘ « 
¢ . . “ 
o 
’ 4 “ his 
hoou sus ¢ 
* ov shia ¢ deor of the Chris 
« ) proclaim 
masta », i a men that all mea, 
and cach mugt make a com 


- plete break with.an unworthy pagt-and, 
ew life and a new way -«“*Well, be dead then.” If he was dead 


enter upon at 
“)f living in the Kingdom of Heaven 


, be 


. , Early’ 


y 


A 


resurrection from the 
water grave from which we are raised 
to ‘“‘walk in newness of life,’’ ‘‘even 
as Christ was raised from the dead 
by the wlory a the Father."’ 
Baptism Embodies Experience of 

Believer tn Christ 

We who died to sin’? were ‘‘made 
alive unto God in Christ Jesus.”’ Only 
“He that died to sin is justified from 
man Chris 
means a complete 
life. In my 


sin’ not any othe: 
tian conversion 
break with the past 
baptism [ express to my own con- 
sciousness, announce to my _ fellow- 
believers of the church, and proclaim 
to all men that through the grace of 
“him who for my sake died and rose 
again’’ i have died to sin and been 
Taised to new life, and hope, and 
peace. I have come into a new rela- 
tion to God 
Baptism. Persuades Conduct 

“We who died to sin how shall we 
any longer live therein? Such is 
Paul's protest of indignant horror at 
the suggestion that sin can be a mat- 
jer of indifference to the man who is 
saved by yurace through faith. “Did ve 
not know," he “that as 
many of us as 
Christ 


exclaims, 
baptized into 
into his 
death.’ Herein rests our only right to 
this. burial symbol. The three chap- 
ters of Romans, VI to VIII, are a tre- 
mendous argument to the effect that 
salvation in Christ by taith commits 
the saved man -to the complete con- 
plunges him into a ter- 
ind puts him in 
divine 


were 


Jesus were baptized 


quest of sin; 
rific conflict with sin 
conquering -relation ith the 
energies that destroy sin 

from VI:1 to 


The whole section 


VIL-6 urges, on principle and with 
various illustrations, that the man 
who accepts the dead, risen, and liv 


ing Christ for his Saviour must “réck 


on himself to be dead indeed unto 
sin but ahve unto God through Christ 
"Sin must have “no more to 
ninion over him 

The power for all this 
risen. The ex- 
rucified 
with Christ and being lifted into 


man be in Christ 


Jesus 


beyvan moa 
Saviour “crucified and 


tan in my bene 


erie ines 


i) ow ile If any 
there is a new creation I must now 
must no 


ew creation. | 
I must be 


ger hear the call of sin 


nely dead’ to it. This I declared 

ny baptismal burial, and commit 
Well to gl, -- 

When 1 Was a small boy | went one 

jay to play with neighbor boys. I 


found them in the midst of a game in 
which one of them was supposed to 
be-dead. He was lying prone upon the 
floor. "His brother called to him: 

Alex, are you dead?, say!” Alex did 
not move a muscle. A third time he 
shouted: ‘‘I say Alex, are you dead?” 
Alex. softly said, ‘‘Yes."’ With a tone 
of disgust and scorn the brother said, 


Continued on page 5) 


work of God within man, there is the 
symbolical 


. about your right to change the doc- 


~< We are all agreed that the Lord gave 


» aS 
7 


come who 


What, then, is the issue between our 
Baptist people and others concerning 
this ordinance? The answer may be 
stated in one brief-sentence: The is- 
sue rigare | gathers about the ordi- 
nance of baptism. We believe that 
only baptized people — and but” one 
thing to us means scriptural baptism 
—may scripturally come to this 
table. Here, then, is the chief issue 
between us and other people. I said 
a moment ago that baptism always 
comes before the Supper. This is his- 
torically true. The great hiStorians 
who have written about it confirm 
it. Let me quote three or four brief 
sentences from them. Mosheim, 
speaking of Christians in the first cen- 
tury, says: “They were such as had 


trine of regeneration as to talk about 
your right to change the place and 
purpose of this Supper. He who plac- 
ed it'in his church has alone the in- 
defeasable right to prescribe every 
regulation for its government. He 
either has or has not done this. 

If he has, then any tak about 
“courtesy” and “‘liberality’’ concern- 
ing it surely cannot be in place. Shall 
we talk of “liberality’’ concerning 


things that are not ours? That been solemnly admitted into the chur- 
neighbor cannot wisely talk of “‘liber- ch by baptism.” Justin Martyn 
ality” concerning his neighbor’s din- wrote, 150 A. D.: “It is not law- 


ful for any to partake of the Lord’s 
Supper, but.such as believe-the things 
that are taught by us to be true, 
and have been baptized.’ Gibbon, in 
his ‘Decline and Fall of the Roman 
Empire,” says: “With the early 
Christians the Lord’s Supper follow- 
ed baptism.” Neander, the _leading 
church historian, says: ‘No man 
could be present at the communion 
-who was not a member of the church 
and incorporated into it by baptism.” 
Not only is it true historically that 
baptism goes before the Supper, but, 
as stated @ moment ago, it is true 
denominationally. Baptists, then, are 
not alone who propose ‘“‘close’’ or 
“restricted communion,’’ as it is com- 
monly called. Every great denomina- 
tion of Christians throughout the 
world does identically the same thing. 
There is not a scintilla of difference 
between Baptists and others on this 
. point. They, with us, demand that be- 
fore one comes to the table, he must 
have previously been baptized..T he 
issue then is not about “‘close com- 
munion” — it is close baptism. With 
Baptists, immersion alone is bap- 
tism, and the immersion of one who 
_has already been saved. With them, 


ing, The latter neighbor must be the 
judge of his own-table.-He-is- to 
pass upon its every regulation an d 
limitation, and with it the outside 
neighbor has no authority whatever. 
So this table is our Lord’s, and if he 
has put regulations and limitations 
upon it — and that this he has done 
cannot be denied — then his regula- 
tions are not only wise, but their 
strict observance is virtually neces- 
sary to his own honor and-the.well-be- 
ing of his churches. For’ God’s ‘people 
to do otherwise ig to be unfaithful 
to him and to be treasonable with the 
trust t he has committed unto 
them. (¢. 

The Lord’s Gift. to His Disciples. ~* 

2. Our secohd question is, To whom 
did our Lord give thé Supper? For 
whom did he intend it? He certainly 
gave it to somebody. To whom? Did 
he gave it to his enemies? To those 
who would sneer at it and pervert it? 
To men yet blind and lost in sin? To 
ask these questions is at the same 
time to answer them. Our Lord gave 
this Supper to his disciples, and not 
to the world. There is- no disagree- 
ment among Christian peopie here. 


- this ordinance to his own people and geting eee ne bap- 
7 gt WP Maas worker ® VIetiqee? of) ee poet SERIE metiete: eet : 
bia ig first prerequisite in,com- Here opens -“beforevus .@tre- 
"Ing Pg foe ba i that one. must be 


mendous field for thought. Our p e o- 
ple are unyielding and immovable 
in their contention that a person to be 
scripturally “baptized ‘must first have 
believed on Christ and been saved by 
him, and then immersed. They  be- 
lieve that nobody can be scripturally 
baptized, even though his body be im- 
mersed, if he has not already been 
saved by Christ. Therefore they are 
compelled to deny the scripturalness 


a true disciple of Jesus Christ. He 
must have been regenerated by the 
Spirit of God. No other one can in 
spirit either partake of this Supper or 
be really baptized. These ordinances 
symbolize spiritual things, and spirit- 
ual things must be spiritually dis- 
cerned. Regeneration is the first and 
an inexorable prerequisite to this 
table. Let God’s word here speak on 
this matter. Matthew, Mark, and 
Luke all unite in saying that “Jesus 
gave the Supper to the disciples’’ — 
to the disciples and not to the world. 
He gave it to the eleyeh ron -who 
were with him on that sad, lone night. 


To them neither has even the semb- 
lance of scriptural baptism. And fur- 
thermore, they would also reject as 
fundamentally unscriptural the im- 
mersion of infants, if that were even 
proposed in the place of sprinkling or 
pouring, because the Scriptures 
demand personality, voluntariness, 
and sprituality in all the duties of 
Christianity. Baptism and the Supper 
are for the’ saved alone, and only the 
saved can scripturally ‘observe. eith- 


church, the, Supper b 
That it was committed to his disciples 
and not to the*woerld is seen from this 
record in Acts 20: 7: “And upon the 
first day of the week, when the dis- 
ciples came together to break bread” 
—that is, to observe the Supper. This 
is the record of the early church now 
fully at work. Then, clearly it was 
committed to Christ’s people and in- 
tended only for them. 

The two ordinances, baptism—and 
the Supper, symbolize the entire gos- 
pel-of the Son of God. The Supper 
symbolizes the constant feeding of the 
soul that has been begotten unto a 
Spiritual life by the power of God. 
Bread and winé indicate nourishment. 
This new life must have nourish- 
ment. It must be fed. That is the 
reason why we often observe this Sup- 
per. It symbolizes that heavenly nour- 
ishment upon which the new life is 
dependent for all its growth and use- 
fulness in the service of God. B a p- 
tism symbolizes another thing. It 
symbolizes our death and burial to 
the old life, and our resurrection to 
walk in the new life. This death, bur- 
ial, and resurrection take place but 
once. Hence we are baptized but once. 
Our resurrection to the new life 
is once for all, therefore it is symboliz- 
ed but once, by baptism. But the new 
life just begun has to be sustained 
and nourished. Therefore, often do 


But some good man who thinks dif- 
ferently from what f have said, says: 
“My baptism is not immersion, but 
I am sincere in it, that it is scrip- 
tiiral_baptism.”’ I will not question his 
sincerity, but shall I pass upon his 
sincerity or upon my own? I do not 


baptized, in any conceivable sense. 
I must be governed, therefore, by my 
own convictions of the teachings of 
God’s word, and not be his. It is not 
enough to say because one is sincere 
that therefore he is right. If that 
were true, then Paul was as right be- 
fore his conversion as afterwards, be- 
cause he was sincere in his convic- 
tion that, in his bitter persecution of 
the church, he was serving God. If 
it were true, the heathen in his mad 
idolatry is safe, because he is sincere. 
Do you not see that this standard 
alone might pervert all truth? No, 
this whole matter with us is a ques- 


» A lost man is a dead man. The dead 
cannot eat, You do not feed corpses. 
‘You feed only the living. So this Sup- 
per, by its very constitution and char- 
acter, is intended only for those wash- 


for sprinkling or pouring for baptism. ~ 


believe that he has been scripturally.. 


Leonardo da Vinci’s “The Last Supper’’ has been re- 
produced (above) in a wool-hooking technique by Eliz- — 


of God, Frankly, candidly, and living- 
ly we differ from our brethren as to 
“what saith the Scriptures" concern- 
ing these two ordinances. 

Though we are compelied thus. to 
differ from them, irreconcilably, ‘in 
our interpretation of God’s word, yet 
we differ in tenderest Christian 
love. God pity Christian men who 
otherwise differ and who magni- 
fy their differences by unchris- 
tian wranglings and spirit! He has 
shown unto us a more excelent way. 
Differing, as we thus. do fundamen- 
tally, we would not only be inconsis- 
tent but we would also be dishonorable 
in the sight of God and men to ask 
those to come to this table whom we 
selemrily believe have never been 
baptized. : a 4 

The Other Denominations. 

“Let me read you some brief quo- 
tations, that you may see how they 
are coming to appreciate the position 
of our Baptist people. I quote these 
words from the American Presbyter- 
ian, as printed some years ago: | 


> 
would not for a moment consider a propos 
to admit an unbaptized person to 

munion, and can I ask a Baptist so to 


a 


~ tify himself and ignore his own. doctrine as 
toch oot commune wi iy wane 
believes am unbap' ? wi 
union vane no sham unity, and if 3 held ee 
Baptist notion about immersion, I would no 
more receive a to the comman- 
jon than I would receive a Quaker. Let us 
have unity, indeed, but not at the expense 
of principle; and let us not ask the Baptist 
to, ignore OF be Mnconher make an Cutery ist 
trine. Let us not either a 
his. ‘close communion.’ which ts Dut taitheet, 


ness, until we are P’ be open cen- 
munionists ourselves, from which stupidity 
may we be forever preserved.” 


Now, that is candid and noble and 
Christian. He understands the situa- 
tion just as it is. 

That matchless orator, Henry Ward 
Beecher, used these words in the 
Christian Union a few years ago: 

“A ‘Pedo --baptist who believes that bap- 
tism is a prerequisite to communion has no 

churches for 
uestion there is a 
great deal of pulling out of "motes by people 

The late Dr. John Hall of New 
York, one of the leading Presby- 
terians of the world, said these can- 
did words: 


“If I believed with the Baptists, that none 
are baptized but those who are immersed on 
profession of faith, then I should, with them, 
Tefuse to commune with any others.” . 


Faithful words are these from th 
great preacher who went home only 
a few years ago. 

Dr. Hibbard, the great 
leader, thus speaks: 

wit-ts but just to remark that, in one prin- 

Baptist and - baptist 4 


Methodist 


the ft 
Ped | ty - gt 4 Martie Valid a P- 


Me inald. 
Bete divides Us is, 

The distinguished Episcopalian. Dr. 
Wall, says: a 


“No church ever gave the communon to 
persons before they were baptized. Anong 
urdities that were ever hel¢, 


tized. ; 
These are just a few of many s 
ilar expressions that are being. spok- 
en by our brethren who differ fron 
us. These expressions are truthful and 
noble and Christian, and they s tate 
the case just as it is. ; 
The One Word of Authority. 

But, waiving all the historical ad 
denominational testimony to the pn- . 
apeaty to baptism is a prerequisite 
to the Supper, let us see specially to 
the question: ‘“‘What saith the Scri- 
tures?”’ Does this word teach t hit 
men ought to be baptized-before thy” 
come to the table? Here are its as- 
wers: 

“When therefore the Lord k new 
how the Pharisees had heard that 


_.. Jesus made and. baptized more dis- 


iples than John (though Jens 
himself baptized not, but his dis- 
cipies).”” There is Christ's law: (1) 
Making disciples; (2) baptizing them. 

~~~-~--fepain, when the successor to Jutas 
was to be chosen, the demand was 
that the one ordained to be a witness, 
with the other apostles, of Christ's 

“Pesurrection, must be “from the bap- 
-tism of John.” 

When Jesus gave the Great C om- 
mission (Matt. 28: 19, 20), this was 
the order of its development: (1) 
Make disciples; (2) baptize these dis- 
ciples; and (3) properly teach them. 
Is it thinkable to you that Jesus 
would have these apostles and early 
Christians demand of others what he 
did not demand of them? And nov, 
later, ‘we find the early church at 
Jerusalem is literally carrying out 
this commission. Here is the recor: 
“Then they that gladly received his 
word were baptized; and the same 


eae. 


tinued steadfastly in the aposties’ doc- 
trine and fellowship, and in breaking 
of bread (i. e., the Supper), and in 
~prayers.” (Acts 2:41, 42.) How’ sim- 
ple this record: Men are convicted of 
sin under Peter’s preaching. He 
points them -to Jesus, who saves 
them. They are then baptized. Next, 
“they are steadfast, in the apostles’ 
doctrine and in fellowship. All these 
things occur before the Supper. Per- 
fectly clear, then, is God’s word, as 
taught by both Jesus and the apost- 
les, that the first duty of the believer 
is baptism and that baptism comes 
before the Supper. 

Church Membership a Prerequisite. 

But, still further: Not only did Je- 
sus give this Supper to his disciples, 
who had been previously baptized, 
but he gave it to the baptized dis- 
ciples in their organized capacity; 
that is to say, he gave this Supper 
to his church. Then, a third prerequi- 
site to this table is orderly church 
membership. 

Note the order: Regeneration, bap- 
tism, church membership. To his 
churches, then, -Jesus committed 
this ordinance. He did not commit it 
‘to preachers as such; or to individ- 
uals, as such, but fo kis churches, in 
their church capacity. To all of you 
1 put this question: Who is to judge 
of the qualifications of people who 
come to this table? There can be but 
two answers. One is that it is an in- 
dividual matter, and that the individ- 
ual must wholly pass upon it. The 
other view is that this ordinance was 
committed to the churches, to be pre- 
served by- them in all its pristine pur- 
ity and meaning. Shall the individual 
desiring to come to this fable be the 
sole judge of his qualifications, or 
shall the church be the judge? 

If you say the individual shall be 
the sole judge, then you cannot 
keep any man away frgm the Lord’s 
table. Let me show you the utter in- 
consistency of it. In your church is a 
man guilty of insubordination to chur- 
ch authority, or some gross immoral- 
ity, or some serious heresy. Fidelity 
to God’s word compels you to with- 
draw from him, and you obey that 
word. The solemn act of withdrawal 
is taken by the church, in obedience 
to God’s command,”and for the pre- 
servation of the church. Next Sunday 
the excluded man- comes” again into 
the worship of God’s pgople. And 
now they come to observe the Lord's 
Supper. Every man present is told to 
be. his. own judge, and. come to the 
table if he so chooses. There sits the _ 
excluded man; whore immorelity . is 
odious to the community, and whose 
heresy seeks to subvert the very fun- 
damentals of the gospel and yet he is 
included in the invitation to the 
Lord’s table. Is it consistent? Is it 
righteous? Can it be honoring to God? 
How dare his people do it? 

Why not the Immersed? 

Just here is answered another ques- 
tion: Why do not Baptists invite the 
immersed of other denominations to 
the Lord's table? The answer is near 
at hand: Immersion only, as before 
said, does not constitute scriptural 
baptism. One must be immersed be- 
cause he is already saved, and not in 
any sense to secure salvation. Just 
here we are compelled to differ, fun- 
damentally, from some who agree 
with us as to the proper act of bap- 
tism. One of the fundamental designs 
of baptism is to symbolize the great 
fact of the believer’s death to sin and 
his resurrection to a spiritual life that 
has already taken place. And still 
again, baptism must be administered 
by a proper administrator. This or- 
dinance, as well as the Supper, has 
been committed to the church. Then 
the church alone can legally adminis- 
ter it. But suppose a body of Chris- 
tian people inveigh against immer- 
sion as the scriptural act of baptism, 
and give their influence in writing 
against it, speaking against it, and 
teaching against it; and if, to secure 
a-member, or for any other cause, 
immersion is administered by them, 
against their consciences and against 
what they conceive to be the teaching 
of God’s word; and if, as is. unwaver- 
ingly -held by Baptists, immersion 
alone is the proper act of baptism; 
then can such baptism be orderly, 
consistent, and scriptural? Our co n- 
victions of God’s word compel us to 
answer in the negative. 

Still further answering the que s- 
tion: The Bible not only plainly spe- 
cifies certain prerequisites to the 


lege is the source and-foundation for 
the second. rs 

Among the causes mentioned in the 
Scriptures, for which a church should 
withdraw from members, are these: 
Insubordination to church authority, 
immoral conduct, a schismatica) spir- 
it, heresy, &nd disobedience to the 
commands of Christ. Do we see sch- 
ism, heresy, and disobedience to the 
commands of Christ in the teachings 
of other Christian people, who believe 
and teach so differently from us? 
Our Separate existence is a suffic- 
ient answer. Then the question is ans- 
_wered, by the two points of valid 
baptism and scriptural doctrine, as 
to why Baptists. do not invite the im- 
mersed of other denominations to the 
Lord’s table. 

The Church as Custodian. 

That the local church is the custo- 
dian of this ordinance, and must 
judge of the qualifications of those 
desiring to partake of it, is shown 
by the fact that the command to ob- 
serve it was given, not to indivi- 
duals, but to a company. On the night 
of its institution, Jesus said to the 
eleven, themselves his incipient 
church: “I appoint unto you a king- 
dom, as my Father has appointed un- 
to me; that ye may eat and drink at 
my table, in my kingdom.” (Luke 
22:29,30.) Manifestly, this table - is 
inside and not outside the church. 
The church alone can, therefore, be 
charged with the responsibility for 
its government. Writing to the chur- 
chat Corinth, Paul uses this lang- 
uage: “But I say, that the things 
which the Gentiles sacrifice, they so 
sacrifice to devils, and not to God; 
and I would not.that ye should have 
fellowship with devils. Ye cannot 
drink the cup of the Lord, and the cup 
of devils; ye cannot be partakers of 
the Lord’s table, and of the table of 
devils.” (I Cor. 10: 21, 22). What is 
Paul talking about? He is talking 
about the influence that idolatry is 
insiduously wielding upon the church 
at Corinth. He finds there, for ex- 
ample, this condition, a husband and 
a wife — the one an idolater, t he. 
other. a-Christian, The idolater » r o- 
poses to tre ‘Christiari:! “Coftie’ with 
me to my table, then.I will go with 
you to yours.” This, Paul declared to 
be fundammentally-wrong. Not for the 
sake of husband or wife, or mother or 
child, could the Christian sit, now at 
_one table and then at another. The 
place and purpose of the two tables 
imperatively forbade such inconsis- 
tency and compromise. 

Writing further to the same church, 
earnestly does Paul bring out the 
thought that the observance of this 
ordinance is not an individual act, but 
the joint act of the church. “When 
ye come together in the church, .. . 
when ye come together therefore in- 
to one place, . . . when ye come to- 
Bether to eat (i.e., to observe the 
Supper), tarry one for another.” (I 
Cor. II: 18, 20, 33.) Never individual- 
ly, but only in her collective capacity, 
ean the church observe this Supper. 
Therefore I always instantly decline 
to carry these emblems out to the 
sick and the dying. Awful is the per- 
version of this ordinance, where 
men individually take these emblems 

- her@ and there, to be individually 
ministered to the aged and sick and 
dying. ‘ 

Writing elsewhere to the same chur- 
ch, Paul says: ‘For we, being many, 
are one bread, and one body.” (I 
Cor. 10:17.) As it takes the separate 
States of the union to make the Unit- 
ed States, so the members of a chur- 
ch, not individually, but “being 
many are one bread, and one 
body,’’ must act tollectively in order 
scripturally to observe this ordinance. 
We have seen at jength that the ans- 
wer to our second question is, that a 
local church is the only body known 
to the Scriptures which has any com- 
petency or jurisdiction in the govern- 
ment of her two ordinances. 


The Meaning of the Supper. 

3. Our third question is, What is the 
meaning of this Supper? What is our 
design in its observance today, and 
our regular observance of it? This is 
a question of great moment. Some of 
the most grievious evils that have 
ever afflicted the world, have grown 
out of the perversion of the design of 
this Sup) Three .distinct views are 
held with regard to its nature. There 
is the view of the Romanist, called 
transubstantiation, which view. is 
that this bread and wine are literal- 
ly changed, by the consecration of the 
priest; into the very body and blood of 
Christ; and that, by thus eating 
Christ’s body and drinking his blood 
God’s saving grace is received by the 
communicant. The view of the-Luther- 
an, and, perhaps, some others, called 
consubstantiation, is, that though the 
bread and wine are not changed, yet 
along with them is present the real 

<body and blood of Christ, so_that both 
are eaten at the same time by the 
communicant. So palpably do these 
two. theories contradict the plain na- 
ture and purpose ofthis ordinance, 
and the whole gospel, that I do not 
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“participation,” 
and it does‘ not mean A, B, and C 
participating with, each other, but 
participating with the “‘bedy and“ 
blood ‘of Christ.” 

Jesus does not say, “Do this in re- 
membrance of certain loved ones, or 
to show fellowship or them,” but, 
“Do this in remembrance of me.” 
“It is the only thing he ever asked his 
people to do whereby they might re- 
member him. Oh, shall we deny him 
this simple request? The question of 
“showing Christian fellowship for 
others” is not even to be thought of 
when we gather at this table of our 
Lord. Yea, more: For any one to come 
here with such motive is a grave sin 
in the sight of God. ‘Do this in re- 
membrance of me.” 

_- As to Christian Fellowship. 

It is not a question of Christian fe)- 
lowship. There are other times and 
‘places for the tender and beautiful 
manifestation of Christian fellowship, 
but this is; not the time nor place to 
be thinking of that. “Do this in re- 
membrance of me.” I believe in the 
heartfelt, joyous fellowship of ali 
God’s children. I know nothing of my 
poor heart, if it does not thrill with 
tenderest Christian fellowship for 
every one in whom I see that image 
of my Redeemer. Though I believe 
that great multitudes of my Father’s 
children have never scripturally been 
baptized, yet I love and esteem them 
as earnest, noble Christians. I love 
them with an unspeakable love, and 
no man shall go ahead of me_ in 
cherishing tenderest Christian fellow- 
ship for them. But, far be from me 
all such thoughts when I gather at 
this table to remember my Lord. 

There is this other scripture that 
should always be read in this connec- 
tion: ‘‘Whosoever shall eat this bread, 
and drink this cup of the Lord, un- 
worthily, shall be guilty of the body 
and blood of the Lord. But let a man 
examine himself, and so let him eat 
of that bread and drink of that cup. 

For he that eateth and drinketh un- 


tion (0's), eOndemmation) "te hinwelf., 
not discérning the Lord’s body. For 
this cause many are weak and sickly 
amorig you, and many sleep.” (I Cor. 
11: 27-30.) What Christian has not 
felt unspeakable trembling as he 
read that awful sentence? “‘He that 
eateth and drinketh unworthily, eat- 
eth and drinketh damnation (i. e., 
condemnation) to himself.’’ What 
does it mean? The answer is found 
in the latter clause of the same verse: 
“Not discerning the Lord’s body.” 
There is but one motive and thovu- 
ght to concern us as we come to this 
table. To come. to it with any other 
than to ‘‘discern the Lord’s body” 
is to harm the soul and to sin against 
Christ. It is a question touching your 
motive in coming. It is not a ques- 
tion of your sense of unworthiness. 
per od you are unworthy, and you 
aré’also unworthy of all the countless 
blessings of salvation. But, in com- 
ing to this table, for what do you 
come? It is to remember Jesus. It is 
to discern his body. That is the one 
motive. All this talk about gathering 
around this table to show fellowship 
for mother, wife, child, neighbor, is 
not only senseless twaddle, but it is 
a sin against God and men. Oh, my 
Saviour, shall our thought in coming 
to thy table today be about dear mo- 
ther, or wife, or child, and shall these 
earthly forms displace the broken 
and bleeding form of Jesus, who gave 
himself unto death for us? God for- 
bid! No wonder it is said of those who 
thus come: ‘For this cause many 
are weak and sickly among you, and 
many sleep.’”” Oh, my bréthren, see 
to it, do see to it, that in coming 
to this table today but one thing is to 
engage the powers of your minds 
and hearts, and that is that you “dis- 
cern the Lord’s body.” And know, 
once for all, that-any other coming is 
mockery against the meaning of this 
Seared and against him who gave 
Res 
There is still another scripture that 
we should briefly examine: ‘But let 
a man examine himself, and so let 
him eat of that bread and drink of 
that cup.” (I Cor. 11:28.) This is often 
quoted by those who insist upon “in- 
dividuality” and “liberality” in the 
observance of this ordinance. Let us 
examine the verse a moment. To 
whom were the words addressed? 
They were addressed to a church, the 
church’ at Corinth. This same church, 
as we have before learned, was in- 
structed congerning this Supper, to 
“Come together in the church. 
to come together into one place, . . - 
and to tarryone for another, when 
they thus came together to observe 
the supper.” (I Cor. II: 18, 20, 33.) 
All. thought of individualism in the 
observance of the Supper is thus de- 
stroyed. 
Then, when this church, collective- ° 
ly, is ready to observe the Supper, ; 
the question of self - examination is 
pressed upon every individual who 
(Continued on page 5) 


